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The Faculty, shown above, are the sale judges 
of whether any of those who fail shall be re-
admitted to the Law School. They make this 
decision on each individual petition submitted 
to them during the Summer. Elsewhere in this 
issue are Dean Drinan's comments and the 
views of a faculty member on academic attri-
tion. Also presented are tables of statistics. 
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Editorials 
The SBA now has an updated, workable constitution. 
It should be observed and followed until it is repealed 
or amended. 
The foregoing assertion seems so axiomatic that its 
enunciation here should be unnecessary. The fact of the 
matter is, however, that at least for the past three years 
the constitution was ignored. In a sense this was neces· 
sary this year because the SBA administration inherited 
a system of government too well entrenched to be 
changed despite its frequent conflict with the theore· 
tically operative constitution. The fault lies with the 
Board of Governors of past years who first allowed the 
charter to be ignored. It is incumbent upon the newly 
elected officers to see to it that the new charter retains 
its vitality and relevance by abiding by its provisions and 
by amending it whenever it no longer serves its purpose. 
To do otherwise is to mock the idea of having a charter 
to regulate the authority and purposes for which the 
Student Bar Association exists. 
T he invitation of the Faculty Committee on Develop· 
ment to members of the various student organizations 
to discuss informally the needs of the students in the 
long range development of the Law School is a most wei · 
come gesture in two important respects. First, it demon· 
strates the faculty's awareness of the functions of the 
various student organizations and thei r role in the con· 
tinuing excellence of Boston College Law School. For the 
first time the faculty formally solicited requests and 
comments from the organizations on their respective 
activities. Because the range of conversation went be· 
yond the work of these groups and into the realm of 
general student comment on all aspects of the Law 
School the discussions have a more significant import. 
Faculty and students have sat down and talked about 
their mutual interests, complaints and problems in the 
context of an expanding school. We are particularly 
grateful to the Committee for the opportunity of con· 
tributing what we could to the discussion, and we com· 
mend the faculty for their realization that any long 
range development plans must include the views and 
ideas of the students. 
S.B.A. ELECTS 
N icholas B. Soutt~r '66 has been elected President of the Student Bar Association for 1965·66. He 
was unopposed for the post, another nominee having 
withdrawn before election. Also elected to SBA posts 
in the May 5 balloting were John K. McGuirk '66, 
Vice-President; Peter S. Slocum '67, Secretary; and 
Steven H. Grindle '67, Treasurer. The student body 
also overwhelmingly ratified a new SBA constitution. 
Mr. Soutter is a graduate of Harvard College. 
Messrs. McGuirk, Slocum and Grindle received bach-
elor degrees from Manhattan College, Columbia, and 
Brown respectively .. 
The revised constitution increases representation 
from each class and recognizes the expanding extra· 
curricular organizations in the Law School by provid-
ing for their representation on the Board of Gov-
ernors. 
New Teacher 
in Fall 
H arold G. W ren, Professor of Law at Southern 
Methodist University, will join the Law School 
faculty in September. Professor Wren received an 
LL.B. from Columbia and an S.JD. from Yale. He 
has taught at the Universities of Mississippi and Okla-
homa and has been visiting professor at several law 
schools including Cornell and the University of Mich-
igan. 
Professor Wren has taught a variety of subjects 
but is best known for his work in Real Property and 
Trusts and Estates. He is chairman of the Small 
Estates Committee of the American Bar Association's 
Probate Law Committee. 
V ARSITY GRILLE 
• 
where your business IS appreciated 
Commonwealth Ave., across from the Law School 
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LAW SCHOOL ATTRITION 
Ours is a narrow goal in publishing facts and analysis 
of attrition at the Law School. We think it important 
that students, prospective students, their families, and 
alumni know as much as possible about this widely 
discussed topic. To that end we present here statistical 
tables, Dean Drinan's comments, and the transcript of 
a recorded conversation with Professor Frederick M. 
Hart, a member of the Admissions Committee. Thes'e 
offerings will not end discussions, for they cannot give 
definitive answers to the basic question of who fails 
here and why. But perhaps they can provide a concrete 
basis for thoughtful pursuit of those answers. 
As you read this material and draw your own con-
clusions from it, keep these caveats in mind: the Sta,7 
tistics are limited in the time period covered, they are 
incomplete in that they concern primarily first year 
students in the day division, and they are not detailed 
as to the personal or academic backgrounds of those 
students who failed. Finally, be careful of the distinc-
tion between "gross attrition," or the total number 
of students who leave the school, voluntarily or other-
wise, and "academic attrition," or the number of stu-
dents who fail to obtain the 3.0 grade average in any 
gwen year. 
SUI JURIS is pleased and grate ful that the faculty 
and administration of the Law School have seen fit to 
provide this information on attrition. Weare not 
aware of such data being generally available at other 
schools,' we think that it should be. Future issues will 
contain similar material on academic attrition in the 
second year and the results of first year examinations 
for the Class of 1967. 
The Editors 
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a Survey 
Why Do Law Students Fail? 
Robert F. Drinan, S.]. 
Dean 
Boston College Law School 
N. least one fourth of all the students who each 
year enter the first year of a full-time program 
in the nation's 140 approved law schools do not enter 
the second year of their legal education. Adequate 
statistics with respect to the number and percent of 
these students who voluntarily withdraw, who fail or 
who pass their first year but do not continue their 
legal education have not been developed. 
Little definitive information, moreover, exists re-
garding the question whether attrition (a term em-
ployed in this article to mean discontinuation of stud-
ies for any reason) is higher or lower in law schools 
than in other post-college graduate programs such as 
a course of studies leading to a PhD. degree, an 
M.B.A. program, study in a theological seminary or 
medical (or dental) schooL One can surmise, how-
ever, that if at least a third of those students who be-
gin college become "drop-outs" there is some reason 
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to believe that this "weeding-out" process, reflecting 
the -perseverance of the more gifted and better moti-
vated students, continues into graduate schools. 
A certain amount of attrition therefore is a normal 
phenomenon at every stage of higher education. Is 
there, however, an excessive and unnecessary attrition 
at some law schools, and if so, are there any remedies 
known to be effective to eliminate or at least decrease 
the number of students who begin studies at law 
school but who never receive a law degree? 
It is the thesis of this article that at the Boston 
College Law School there are no knowable reasons 
why any student admitted to first year does not possess 
the academic ability required to receive the LL.B. All 
causes of withdrawal or failure at the Law School, in 
other words, are traceable to non-academic forces or 
non-intellectual factors in the life of a particular 
"drop-out." Let us analyze each of these assertions. 
THE ACADEMIC BACKGROUND OF THOSE 
ADMITTED TO B. C LAW 
During the past several years the administration 
and faculty of the Law School have developed an 
extensive body of knowledge and experience with re-
gard to the best way by which to assess and correlate 
an applicant's college record, his score on the LSAT, 
and an evaluation of his abilities by his college pre-
law advisor or another professor who knows him 
well. Countless visits to colleges by representatives 
of the school as well as continued and intensive 
"dialogue" with many college pre-legal advisors have 
brought to officials at the Law School an understand-
ing of the potentialities of applicants beyond that 
attainable from the most scientific and extensive 
assessment of those intellectual powers measurable by 
a student's college record and his score on the LSA T. 
However careful any law school may be in refusing 
the applications of the scholastically weaker students, 
the academic profile of every class w ill reveal a bottom 
third and a bottom fourth. If academic qualifications 
were the exclusive or even the principal basis for 
academic failure in law school one would suppose 
that the incidence of failure would be confined to 
those who, because they are scholastically in the lower 
part of the class, are predictively more likely to fail. 
Failures at the Boston College Law School, however, 
are by no means confined to students whose previous 
attainments place them in the bottom third or quarter 
of their law school class. Indeed, one could demon-
strate that, while failures do occur among those in the 
lowest quarter of their class, far more failures -
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absolutely and relatively - occur among those in the 
top three quarters of their class. 
One could argue that theoretically a law school 
which would admit only those persons concerning 
whom there is no reasonable doubt about the academic 
ability to do satisfactory work, should have no scho-
lastic failures. It is the purpose of this article to show 
that such an ideal situation cannot be attained be-
cause of the enormous impact on law students of those 
as yet unmeasurable and even, to some extent, unde-
finable factors which experts on students' behavior 
can only describe as non-academic or non-intellectual. 
NON-ACADEMIC FORCES AND LAW 
STUDENTS' PERFORMANCE 
More and more social scientists seem to be saying 
that it is a person's self-image which, more than most 
other factors, impels him to success or failure. It seems 
to this writer that a law student probably has more 
difficulty in attaining a clear and satisfactory self-
image of himself in the future than most other gradu-
ate students. The medical student, the candidate for a 
PhD. in the physical or social sciences, the future 
graduate of a social work school, - all these persons 
have definite careers open to them in a number of 
familiarly known patterns. The future lawyer, how-
ever, may have a very dim concept of what lawyers 
actually do and what he in particular is likely to be 
doing after he receives the LL.B. degree. It may well 
be that the wide range of activities engaged in by 
attorneys and the relatively hazy knowledge of these 
activities by the public and even by law . students 
makes it more difficult for some law students to attain 
a self-image sufficiently clear to motivate them to 
work diligently towards their objective. 
The difficulty of discovering the real reasons why 
some law students fail is made more complicated by 
the fa<:t . that college graduates who go on to law 
school differ in personality from other graduate stu-
dents in important ways. Although the nature of the 
characteristics most frequently found in the person-
ality of law students have not been completely re-
searched, the few studies which do exist on this sub-
ject seem to show that law students have an independ-
ence of judgment, a sense of initiative or leadership, 
and a resourcefulness not ordinarily found in persons 
who do not elect to study the art of advocacy. It may 
well be, therefore, that some first year students in law 
school, after observing certain personality traits in 
their classmates, rightly or wrongly conclude that 
success in the legal profession would not be attainable 
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TABLE I 
ACADEMIC ATTRITION - BOSTON COLLEGE LAW SCHOOL 
FIRST YEAR* 
Number Average Number Average 
Class of Number & Percentile Registering & Percentile 
of Applications Accepted LSAT Score for First Year LSAT Score 
1962 351 286 not 143 510-60% available 
1963 365 250 not 127 518-63% available 
1964 377 250 536-68% 115 511-62% 
1965 440 310 556-73% 160 536-69% 
1966 510 340 560-77% 176 554-74% 
1967 578 376 562-77% 160 562-77% 
Voluntary Number Number Number 
Withdrawals Taking Number & Petitioning of 
Class during First Year Percentage for Petitions 
of First Year Exams Failing Readmission Granted 
1962 21 122 37 - 30.3% 13 2 
1963 18 109 18-16.5% 7 2 
1964 5 110 32-29.1% 18 0 
1965 13 147 30 - 20.4% 17 1 
1966 16 160 27 -16.8% 14 2 
1967 5 
* Statistics, supplied by the Assistant Dean's office, are for the Day Division only. 
TABLE II 
LAW SCHOOL GROSS ATTRITION - CLASS OF 1962* 
Percentage 
Number Entering Number Entering of First Year 
Number Second Year; Per- Third Year; Per- Entering 
Entering centage Lost from centage Lost from Third Year and 
Law School First Year First Year Second Year Presumed to Graduate 
Boston University 215 132 - 38.6% 112 -15.1 % 52.1 % 
Harvard 525 489 - 6.9% 472~ 3.4% 89.3% 
Georgetown 231 112 - 51.5% 92- 17.8% 39.8% 
Cornell 113 99-12.4% 98- 1.0% 86.7% 
Notre Dame 78 50-35.9% 49- 2.0% 62.8% 
Pennsylvania 156 130 -16.7% 127- 2.3% 81.4% 
Stanford 147 116 - 21.1 % 112 - 3.4% 76.2% 
Chicago 141 123 -12.8% 110-10.5% 78.0% 
Boston College 144 95-34.0% 84-11.5% 58.3% 
Boston College 
Class of 1965 160 115 - 28.1 % 111- 3.5% 69.4% 
* Students in full-time three year programs only. No allowance 
is made for transfers in or out or for delays in completing 
the program. Figures, taken from Journal .of Legal Education, 
are the most recent available for schools listed. An exception 
is the data on Boston College's Class of 1965, which was sup-
plied by the Assistant Dean's office. All figures and percentages 
include voluntary withdrawals as well as academic failures. 
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fat them. Even a doubt about such an important mat-
ter in the mind of a first year law student can so 
erode his motivation that academic failure becomes 
much easier, or, in some cases, almost inevitable. 
It can be seen, therefore, that the non-academic 
factors which induce or contribute to scholastic failure 
are numerous and complex. Although non-academic 
factors exert an enormous impact on the mind and 
heart of every student their crucial importance to a 
person as a student centers in their effect on a student's 
motivation to learn. Here again we are in an area 
where very little is really known about the origin or 
the development and maintenance of intellectual 
curiosity. Some high school pupils test and achieve 
remarkably well but slip into the chronic mediocrity 
of "under-achievers" in college. On the other hand 
some students become "late bloomers" in college or 
law school. 
Having set forth some of the fundamental un-
knowns of academic behavior and the power of non-
academic factors, what can be said about the question 
of why students fail at the Boston College Law School? 
Some observations on the statistics in Table I may 
be helpful : 
1) The percent of failures after the first year at 
B.C. Law School is not substantially higher than at 
most law schools. No adequate national study on 
actual failure at law schools (rather than attrition) 
has as yet been done. A recent study on attrition at all 
approved American law schools revealed that 60.69 % 
of all students who entered the first year of law school 
received their degree. At B. C. Law School the figure 
for all full-time students during the survey period was 
58.33 % . Figures for the period of 1962 through 1965 
at B.C. Law School show that a much higher percent-
age of first year registrants will receive the Ll.B. de-
gree. 
2) About half of those who fail in first year at 
the Law School petition the faculty for reinstatement. 
The basis for all petitions of this nature is evidence 
that circumstances of an extraordinary nature beyond 
the control of the student precluded him from ade-
quately preparing for his examinations and that such 
circumstances are no longer operative. In the past 
five years the faculty, after hearing written and oral 
presentations of the cases of the students who failed, 
have not in any year granted more than two of the 
requests. No pre-established quotas or prejudices 
against petitions, however, exist by rule, tradition, 
custom, or otherwise. Every student is given the fullest 
opportunity to present evidence to support his conten-
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tion that his failure was due to circumstances beyond 
his control. As one might expect, all types of unfortu-
nate experiences come into the lives of first year law 
students - sickness, engagement or marital tensions 
or discord, illness or death of a parent, etc. 
The test, as stated in the Law School catalogue and 
applied by the faculty is whether the circumstances 
asserted by the student to have had an adverse effect 
on his studies are of such a nature that they should 
amount to a defense or an excuse for the average or 
"reasonable" law student. Neither this writer nor 
any member of the faculty has any recollection of any 
student petitioning for reinstatement on the basis that 
his poor academic performance indicates that he 
should not have been admitted in the first place. The 
attitude of those petitioning for reinstatement has in-
variably been that they have more than enough talent 
to be successful in law school but that this talent was 
inhibited or frustrated through no fault of their own. 
Would some student be able to petition for rein-
statement (at least for transfer purposes) on the basis 
that he was admitted to the Law School although the 
officials of that school should have known that he was 
incapable of attaining a weighted "C" average or a 
grade quotient of 3.00? Such a case has never been 
received by the faculty. Actually, very few, if any, of 
the unsuccessful students each year could claim that 
their previous records were so marginal that their 
unsatisfactory academic performance in law school 
could have been predicted. 
3) A decline in the percent of failure can be 
noticed in the last three years as set out in Table I. 
It is to be hoped that this decline will continue. The 
ever improving quality of the student body certainly 
makes any failure allegedly based on a lack of aca-
demic ability less and less plausible. The average score 
on the Law School Admission Test of those who 
registered in the last five entering classes demonstrates 
LO 6-8568 All work fu lly 
guranteed 
BROOKLINE VOLKS SERVICE 
(Factory Trained Mechanics) 
Specializing in repair and servicing of 
Volkswagen cars and busses 
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7 a.m. -5 p.m. 
15 Griggs St. (rear) 
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this point. The collegiate academic records of first 
year students at the school during the past five years 
have probably improved as much if not more than 
the scores noted in the statistics. 
WHAT ARE THE NON-ACADEMIC FACTORS 
THAT CONTRIBUTE TO FAILURE? 
One of the most complex and bewildering tasks 
confronted by the dean and the faculty of the Law 
School each summer is the interviewing of students 
who, for reasons not clear to others, or even to them-
selves, have failed in law school. Although there is 
seldom one reason for scholastic failure and although 
any attempted objective analysis of largely subjective 
non-academic forces always seems inadequate, the 
following are some of the causes to which failure in 
law school may be attributed: 
1) OUTSIDE WORK. It seems clear that even if 
a law student works as little as eight or ten hours a 
week this outside activity almost inevitable affects his 
grades. If a student works ten hours a week for the 
36 weeks of the school year it seems impossible that 
the absence of 360 hours of study will not show up 
during the 18 hours of testing in the student's six final 
examinations. 
Why do some law students work? The obvious 
reason of financial remuneration does not provide a 
sufficient answer. Adequate money may be borrowed 
at the Boston College Law School, - from ever in-
creasing loan funds. For students who are reluctant 
to borrow money at interest, Federal loans are avail-
able. If a student makes a maximum of $2.00 an hour 
for outside work, a weekly 10 hour schedule brings 
him a total of $720 during the 36 weeks of the school 
year. Would it not be advantageous to secure as much 
of this as possible on an interest-free Federal loan not 
repayable until one year after graduation? 
The real reason underlying the desire of some law 
students to do outside work is probably the myth or 
Horatio Alger legend that one should "work his way 
through college." Even if that concept has any validity 
for college students it is submitted that for the law 
student it is erroneous. 
Outside work can never be the basis for a petition 
for reinstatement. If any student at the Law School 
has monetary needs which cannot be satisfied by the 
financial assistance available on a routine basis he 
should consult the Dean directly so that other means 
may be obtained. 
2 ) MOTIVATIONAL PROBLEMS. The simple 
fact is that law students fail because they do not study 
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enough. Why they (consciously or otherwise) prefer 
to do things other than study can be explained only in 
terms of the intensity of their motivation or ambition 
to be lawyers. It seems certain that any student who 
does not study enough at least to attain a satisfactory 
grade quotient does not possess the minimum of in-
tellectual energy or emotional drive needed for anyone 
to become an attorney. 
The lack of this intellectual-volitional quality may 
stem from a habitual incapacity to study in a persistent 
manner or from some unresolved inner emotional con-
flict or from almost any other of the numerous per-
sonal inadequacies which prevent able and gifted 
persons from developing their talents in an orderly 
and harmonious way. 
The legal profession is a vocation where emotional 
steadiness and intellectual maturity are prerequisites of 
success. These qualities must be developed and tested 
in law school. The administration and faculty of the 
Boston College Law School deem it their noble duty 
and high honor to be architects of these intellectual 
and moral qualities in the minds and hearts of each 
law student at the institution which they seek to serve 
to the best of their abilities. 
TABLE III 
In recent years these percentages of .entering first year 
students have eventually received degrees in their chosen pro-
fession: 
All Law Schools 
All Medical Schools 
60.6% 
93.0% 
Source: Journal of Legal Education and Journal of Medical 
Education 
- Special Student Offer-
Individual Volumes 
of the new 
MASSACHUSETTS 
GENERAL LAWS ANNOTATED 
cited and quoted by the courts 
Consult the Law School Book Store 
BOSTON LAWBOOK CO. 
8 Pemberton Square LA 3-6882 
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SOME OBSERVATIONS 
an interview with 
Professor Frederick M. Hart 
Boston College Law School 
Professor Hart, SUI JURIS is most grateful for this 
opportunity to question you for the record on attri-
tion at the Law School. At the outset, thank you. Are 
there any comments you would like to make before 
we begin the questions? 
Yes, JUSt one. What I say in this interview is my 
own opinion. It does not necessarily represent the 
views of the Admissions Committee, the faculty or 
the administration of the Law School. 
Before we get to attrition, would you outline the ad-
missions procedure at the Law School? 
We request essentially the same information re-
quired by most other law schools - a transcript of 
college grades, LSA T score, and at least one letter of 
recommendation from a pre-legal advisor or other 
college teacher. The application is circulated among 
the admissions committee, Dean McCarthy, Professor 
Slizewski and myself, who vote on it. Two votes are 
decisive, but on about 90% of the applications the 
vote one way or the other is unanimous. In addition 
to acceptance or rejection, we may categorize an 
application as "stand-by" or "wait." The latter is used 
when we are interested in seeing the applicant's eighth 
semester's grades. "Stand-by" indicates we are not 
certain that the applicant's credentials are as high as 
those of applicants that we might get later on. There 
is a faculty mandate, concurred in by the University 
administration, that no more than a certain number 
of students be admitted to the first year class. We 
therefore want the best we can get. People on "stand-
by" are those whose undergraduate records are less 
outstanding than what we hope to get in later ap-
plicants. 
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"Stand-by)} and "Wait)} are not categories of applicants 
whose success at the Law School is doubtful, but rather 
are applicants who are not, by their records, of the 
calibre the school expects will apply later in the 
year? 
That is correct. 
How does this law school compare with others in 
terms of the credentials of first year registrants? 
The American Bar Association's Section on Legal 
Education has periodically published the median LSAT 
scores of entering students at various law schools. This 
is the only such compilation I know of and the last 
one I saw was four or five years ago. We were then 
among the top fifteen schools in the country. 
Do you think that the attrition rate here is high In 
comparison to the other top fifteen schools? 
I don't think that your question can be answered 
simply Yes or No. There are too many factors in-
volved. First of all, even though we are within the 
top dozen or so law schools there is a definite differ-
ence between the top four or five schools and the 
next ten. There are a select number of schools which 
consistently attract an extremely high quality student. 
Although our admission standards are high, we are not 
among those very top law schools. A small number 
of schools regularly have first year classes with median 
LSAT scores in the ninty-fifth or ninty-sixth percen-
tile. In addition most of their students were honor 
students in good undergraduate colleges. The number 
of students in this category who should fail, it seems 
to me, is quite small. This is true no matter what 
outside factors affect them. Because of their intelli-
gence and their study habits, reflected by their good 
college records, they are better able to overcome any 
personal or emotional difficulties which may beset 
them at any time. 
Now, it seems to me, that once you drop below this 
very select category there is an element of uncertainty 
in admissions. But, it is impossible to predict with 
absolute accuracy whether a student not m this 
9 
category will succeed in law school. Their LSAT and 
college records are more ambiguous. As far as attri-
tion is concerned among the schools not in the very 
top category, I do not know how we compare with 
the others. This information is not revealed by most 
schools. I have seen figures in the Dean's Report 
from Georgetown indicating that their failure rate of 
their first year class has varied from five to sixteen per 
cent in the last six years. With the exception of last 
year our rate tends to run somewhat higher, roughly 
20 per cent. H owever, I do not think that this differ-
ence is significant and I believe it will be lowered as 
we continue to attract better students. 
How does the faculty feel about this attrition rate? 
I think that everyone would like to see the attrition 
rate lowered, there is no doubt about that. 
Lowered to zero? 
Yes, we would be perfectly happy if we had a num-
ber of years that established a pattern of no attrition. 
But this would not be a goal in the sense that we 
would lower our standards in order to achieve it. 
Assuming that the Law School continues so attract 
roughly the same calibre of students, is there a means 
of reducing the academic attrition rate by means of 
more careful screening of applicants? 
I don't think so. We now screen all applicants as 
well as is possible with the information we have on 
them. I agree with the D ean that, with the exception 
of a very rare case, causes of failure are outside ele-
ments of the kind that he mentioned. I believe every-
one we admit is capable, intellectually, of graduating. 
In many cases this means, however, total dedication 
to studies and nothing else in the first year. As the 
D ean has said, there are numerous outside factors 
that might not destroy one's ability to study but 
which diminish it. I don't believe that the faculty can 
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consider them with respect to a petition for readmis-
sion because on the whole, objectively, they are minor 
even though they may have had a significant effect in 
an individual case. I am not sure about this. 
One of the reasons for the students' reaction to the 
attrition rate here is their feeling that many of the 
men who failed were students with high admissions 
qualifications and that the reason for their failure was 
inconsistency or great fluctuation among the faculty 
members' grading. Would you comment on this? 
In the past two or three years the median LSA T of 
those who failed was roughly equal to the class me-
dian. But the law school grades of those students who 
failed were uniformly poor. I think that there is very 
little so-called fluctuation between faculty grading. 
Some men mark harder than others but not by that 
much and, furthermore, the entire class is subject to 
the same standard. T hese facts, it seems to me, bear 
opt and substantiate the Dean's thesis. In addition, I 
make a habit of reexamining the application file of 
those who fail. In almost all cases I would at that 
time reaffirm my vote to admit h im. 
Since we are students here in order to qualify to be 
lawyers, why is there any standard at all for passing 
after we are admitted? Is not the faculty in failing 
some students doing a job that belongs to the state 
bar examiners? 
Well, I think it is basically the function of the 
faculty to determine who will pass, and I think that 
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it nas been the function of all his teachers to weed 
out those who will ultimately succeed from the first 
day a prospective law student enters elementary 
school. Certainly many students are prevented by their 
high school records from attending college, or at least 
a good college. Again, all through college the pro-
fessors continue the elimination process by their grad-
ing of the student's ability. Then comes the Admis-
sions Committee of the Law School. They continue 
the classification and refuse admission to many. But 
the Admissions Committee should not, I believe, be 
able to substitute their judgment for that of the law 
school faculty. 
Our faculty is selected with great care and I think 
they should have a major voice in determining who, 
like themselves, are going to be lawyers. Weare an 
academic institution and as such we have an obliga-
tion to set standards and enforce them. Now you 
mention the bar examiners. The bar exam is a 
minimal test; it has to be. Yet, by suggesting that a 
man's ability or capacity to be a lawyer be judged 
only on the bar exam is to suggest that twO, sometimes 
three, days of examinations are as good as the exams 
given in Law School. I don't think this is true. I 
believe the bar examiners in a sense depend on the 
grading process in law schools. If you look at sta-
tistics I think you will find that everyone eventually 
passes the bar. 
It has been suggested informally by some students that 
a student who fails here, at least in the second year, 
be given a leave of absence for a year and then read-
mitted. What is your reaction to this? 
There are several things I suppose I should say. I 
am not at all reluctant to think about and perhaps 
conclude that it would be a good thing to require 
people to take a leave of absence in some situations. 
Perhaps we have reached a point with the student 
body where this might be a worthwhile experiment. 
That's observation number one. Number two, I sup-
pose deep down I honestly believe that we should not 
readmit a person who has failed and who would not 
otherwise be readmitted. I doubt that he would do 
very well on the second try. T rue, a man may have 
a year or two invested but it is not wasted. Clearly, 
he has got something out of a year or two of graduate 
study. In addition, failing steers him from a profes-
sional field for which he apparently does not have the 
competence either intellectually, and this is rare here 
as I said, or motivationally and emotionally. 
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Just Published 
The Sixth Edition of 
MASSACHUSETTS 
TAXATION OF 
CORPORATIONS 
by Herman Stuetzer/ J r./ c.P.A. 
$5.00 
A ready reference manual, up-to-date 
through December 31, 1964. Con tains 
reprints, not available elsewhere, in a 
one volume co mpi la tion of t he corporate 
tax laws and important Tax Comm ission 
rulings . 
* * * * 
Little, Brown and Company 
The Law Book Department 
34 Beacon Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02106 
LAW OUTLINES 
CASE DIGESTS 
NEW and USED LAW TEXTBOOKS 
HARVARD BOOK STORE 
1248 Massachusetts Avenue 
Cambridge 38, Mass . 
O pen unt il 10 P.M. 
TR 6-9069 
Opposite Lamont Library 
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The Faculty and its Curriculum Committee have been 
engaged in extensive discussion of the course of study 
in the Law School. The final results of their delibera-
tions are presented here with the proviso that they 
are subject to possible minor revision as the program 
is put into effect. 
The Editors 
REVISED CURRICULUM, 1965· 66 ONLY 
During this transitional year, certain courses will be taught 
in both the second and third years and others are scheduled on 
a temporary basis. 
FIRST YEAR 
The entering first year class will begin the completely re-
vised program as outlined in the column "Revised Curriculum, 
1966-67 and Thereafter." 
SECOND YEAR 
HOURS 
1st 2nd PROFESSOR 
COURSE Semester Semester 
Constitutional Law 2 2 Kenealy 
Equity 2 2 Sullivan 
Business Associations 3 0 Wren 
Trusts & Estates 3 3 Slizewski 
Commercial Law 2 3 Willier 
Evidence 3 0 Fox 
Income Tax 0 2 O'Byrne 
Electives 0 2 or 3 
15 14 or 15 
THIRD YEAR 
HOURS 
1st 2nd PROFESSOR 
COURSE Semester 
Administrative Law 3 
Commercial Law 3 
Confl ict of Laws 0 
Electives 7 
Semester 
o 
2 
3 
8 
13 13 
Sec. 1- O'Reilly 
Sec. 2 - Houghteling 
Hart 
Nicholson 
REVISED CURRICULUM, 1966·67 AND THEREAFTER 
FIRST YEAR 
HOURS 
1st 2nd PROFESSOR 
COURSE Semester Semester 
Constitutional Law 3 2 O'Reilly 
Contracts 3 3 Berney 
Property 3 2 Huber 
Remedies 2 3 Houghteling 
Torts 3 3 Smith 
Legal Writing 1 0 
Agency 0 2 Sec. 1 - McCarthy Sec. 2 - Hart 
15 15 
SECOND YEAR 
HOURS 
1st 2nd PROFESSOR 
COURSE Semester Semester 
Business Associations 3 0 (The scheduling 
Equity 2 2 of professors 
Trusts & Estates 3 3 for these courses 
Commercial Law 2 3 is not settled 
Crimes (substantive only) 2 0 at present.) 
Income Tax 2 0 
Electives 0 6 or 7 
14 14 or 15 
THIRD YEAR 
HOURS 
1st 2nd PROFESSOR 
COURSE Semester Semester 
Administrative Law 3 0 Sec. 1 - O'Reilly $ec. 2 - Houghteling 
Confl ict of Laws 0 3 Nicholson 
Electives (minimum) 10 10 
13 13 
ElECTIVES, 1965·66 AND THEREAFTER 
FIRST SEMESTER 
COURSE 
Labor Law 
International Law 
Civil Liberties Seminar 
Family Law 
Insurance 
Legal Accounting 
Problems in Criminal Law 
Land Use & Planning 
Restitution 1 
SEC Regulations 
State & Local Taxation 2 
Estate Planning 
Trial Practice 
Corporate Finance 3 
Corporate Taxation 
1 Not offered '65-'66. 
2 '65-'66 only. 
HOURS PROFESSOR 
3 Sullivan 
3 Nicholson 
2 Kenealy 
2 Drinan 
2 Burgoyne 
2 Gabovitch 
2 Fox 
2 Huber 
2 
2 Moncreif 
2 O'Byrne 
3 Slizewski 
2 Curtin 
2 O'Byrne 
3 Gorfinkle 
:3 To be offered in both semesters in '65-'66 and '66-'67. 
12 
SECOND SEMESTER 
COURSE HOURS PROFESSOR 
Intern'l Business Transactions 2 Brewer 
Trade Regulations 3 Sullivan 
Constitutional Law Seminar 3 O'Reilly 
Corporate Reorgan ization 3 Wren 
Labor Law Seminar 2 Fuchs 
Business Planning 3 O'Byrne 
Damages 2 Smith 
Evidence 1 3 Fox 
Estate & Gift Taxation 2 Wren 
Federal Courts 3 Larkin 
Jurisprudence 2 Nicholson 
Real Estate Seminar 2 Huber 
Corporate Finance 2 2 Walker 
Creditors' Rights 3 Willier 
Church-State 2 Drinan 
1 Also a required course for second year students in the 
first semester of '65-'66. 
2 To be offered in both semesters in '65-'66 and '66-'67. 
Note: It is not settled at present as to which electives will 
be open to second year students. 
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Fourteen from '65 1n Coif; 
Former President Speaks 
T hirty.four students and alumni were inducted into the Order of the Coif, the national honorary so-
ciety for scholastic achievement in law school, on 
March 30. Dean Drinan presided over the ceremony 
which was held at the Law School. 
Professor John P. Dawson of Harvard Law School, 
former president of the Order, was guest speaker at 
the dinner following the induction ceremony. He 
reviewed the history of the Order and the impact of 
its early members on legal and political theory as 
it developed in 14th and 15th century England. At 
that time, he said, the law of every case was decided 
prior to the submission of disputed facts to a jury. 
Members of the Order were among the early law 
makers and they brought to their task the most tech· 
nically competent minds in England with habits of 
logic and precision in legal thought. They regarded 
law as a part of logic, self-contained and limited. In 
time, he continued, the fetish they made of logic in 
the law caused a gap to appear between it and the 
expanding and developing society it served. Thus law 
fell into disfavor as a social force because of rigid 
and narrow interpretation. However, during the Tu-
dor and Stuart dynasties it was the precise, logical 
reasoning of men like Coke, a member of the Order, 
which provided the bulwark against totalitarianism. 
This tradition of the law as safeguard of liberty, Pro-
fessor Dawson concluded, is the legacy of the early 
members of the Order of the Coif. 
Inductees were Charles K. Bergin, Edward M. 
Bloom, Thomas J. Carey, Jr., Thomas F. Collins, John 
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F. Dobbyn, Jerome K. Frost, Burton M. Harris, 
Dwight W. Miller, Peter J. Norton, Judith 1. Olans, 
John F. O'Leary, Stuart 1. Potter, Samuel E. Shaw II, 
and Vincent A. Siano, all of the class of 1965. 
Alumni inducted were Charles F. Barrett, Robert J. 
Richards, Jr., Charles E. Rice, Robert J. Sherer, 
George E. Donovan, John J. Curtin, Jr., John J. Walsh, 
Joseph F. Sawyer, Jr., Thomas F. Conneally, Jr., 
Michael J. Batal, Jr., Peter A. Donovan, Allan B. 
Solomon, Kenneth F. Joyce, Anne P. Jones, Robert J. 
Martin, John J. Madden, Richard M. Gaberman, and 
Alan I. Kaplan. 
This year's honorary initiate was the Honorable 
Harold A. Stevens '36, Associate Justice of theSu-
preme Court in New York. 
LL.B. v. J.D. 
"A question of professional respectability" 
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Professor Richard S. Sullivan '39 received the Alumni 
Association's annual Thomas More Award for out-
standing service to the legal profession at the Associ-
ation's Law Day - U.S.A. dinner on May 1. Above, 
from left to right, are William E. Ryan '46, Chairman 
of the dinner,. Joseph M. Harvey '55 Toastmaster,. 
Walter]' Hurley '54, President of the Alumni Asso-
ciation,. Professor Sullivan,. Very Rev. Michael P. 
Walsh, SJ., President of Boston College,. and Han. 
Kevin H. White '55, Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
LATE ITEMS ... 
The editors of SUI JURIS are pleased to 
announce that, contrary to rumor and 
common sense, there will be a fifth 
issue. 
• Graduation ceremonies will be held at 
12:30 P.M. on June 7 on the Law School 
lawn. In case of inclement weather, they 
will be held in Bapst Auditorium. Speaker 
will be The Honorable Henry Cabot Lodge. 
A reception will follow immediately on 
the lawn or in Alumni Hall. 
• Over 83% of alumni who took the recent 
New York Bar Exam were successful. 
• The editors of the Boston College Indus-
trial and Commercial Law Review for the 
1965-66 academic year have been se-
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lected by the outgoing Board of Student 
Editors. The new editors are: Joseph F. 
Ryan, Editor-in-Chief; Thomas J. Cameron, 
Case Note Editor; Robert J. Desiderio, 
UCC Editor; George M. Doherty, Case 
Editor; John H. Hines, Symposium Editor; 
Richard G. Kotarba, Case Note Editor; 
Dennis J. Roberts, Article and Book Re-
view Editor; Barry E. Rosenthal, Annual 
Survey Editor; Helen Slotnick, Business 
Editor. 
• Associate Dean Francis J. Larkin an-
nounced that Messrs. John R. Bagileo, 
Mark L. Cohen, and Gerald P. Tishler, all 
of the second year class, have been 
chosen to represent the Law School in 
the 1965 National Moot Court Competi-
tion. 
• Dwight W. Miller '65 participated in the 
Selma·to·Montgomery Freedom March. 
• Members of the Faculty were the guests 
of the third year class at a dinner· held 
at the Chestnut Hill Country Club on 
March 27. 
• Gil Shasha '67 represented the Law 
School at a recent regional meeting of 
the First Circuit of the ALSA at Cornell 
University . 
• Nick Soutter '66 and Don Webber '66, ex-
perienced parachutists, have organized a 
Law School Parachute Team. Members 
include Mark Cohen, Tom Cameron, Brian 
Murphy, and Jerry McCarthy of the sec-
ond year class. The team will operate 
out of Mansfield Airport. SUI JURIS 
hopes to present "in-flight" photos of 
the team in a forthcoming issue. 
• Any experienced cameraman interested in 
an exciting and challenging assignment is 
invited to see Frank Green in the SUI 
JURIS office. 
• Professor John Coates O'Byrne of the State University of Iowa Law School will 
be Visiting Professor at the Law School 
for the 1965-66 academic year. 
• The Editors are happy to note that Wil-
liam C. Foehl '65 received Dean's List 
grades for the first semester. Mr. Foehl 
remarked that this was the first time such 
an honor had come to him in nineteen 
years of schooling. 
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Hawkland 
Addresses 
Publications 
Dean William Hawkland of the School of Law of 
the State University of New York, Buffalo, was 
the principal speaker at the annual Law School Publi-
cations Banquet on April 29. Guests of honor were 
the third year members of the Law Review and con-
tributors to the Annual Survey of Massachusetts Law 
and lead articles of the Law Review for the past year. 
Dean Hawkland reviewed his experiences as ad-
visor to several state legislatures in preparing for the 
adoption of the Uniform Commerical Code in their 
respective states. His remarks included what he called 
some behind-the-scenes examples of the "wisdom of 
legislatures" so often invoked by appellate courts. 
The highlight of the festivities was the awarding 
of certificates of distinguished service to the Law 
Review to graduating members of the editorial staff 
of the review. Recipients included Charles K. Bergin, 
Thomas J. Carey, James J. Coogan, Ronald W . Del-
Sesto, W. Joseph Engler, George M. Ford, Francis 
Frasier, William J. McDonald, Dwight W . Miller, 
Robert H . Minasian, Peter J. Norron, Peter E. Piche, 
Barry Ravech, Vincent A. Siano, Robert M. Steinbach, 
Thomas H . Trimarco, and E. Carl Uehlein. 
DOCTOR NO 
T he Faculty voted on April 7 to retain the LL.B. as the first degree in law at Boston College. A mo-
tion to replace the LL.B. with the J.D. was defeated 
after extended discussion. 
A spokesman for the Faculty indicated that the 
consensus of opinion at the meeting was that the 
proposed change at this time would not be in the 
best interest of the Law School. To date, he said, the 
Juris Doctor is awarded only at midwest schools, with 
one exception, and that until the J.D. is better known 
to the profession on the east coast its adoption at the 
Law School would be premature. 
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'66 IN MARATHON; 
KOT ARBA FINISHES 
a SUI JURIS staff report 
Unnoticed by less observant sports columnists be-
cause they were not Japanese, we recognize the 
efforts of the Law School's most enthusiastic peripa-
tetics, D ick Kotarba and John Gill, both '66. Despite 
the previous night's snow storm, Kotarba, replete with 
white bermudas and wearing number 369, and Gill, 
significantly numbered 400, set out on the annual 26 
mile 385 yard Patriot's D ay jaunt from Hopkinton 
to the Prudential Center. 
The "legal eagles" paced each other for 2 Y:z miles. 
Thereupon Kotarba picked up speed; he turned onto 
Commonwealth Avenue, the 18.5 mile mark, well 
before 3 o'clock. Savagely, he attacked Newton's 
Heartbreak Hill in an effort to pass the Law School 
before rooters went back inside to the books. But, 
alas! The Hill was true to its name, and as he reached 
Lake Street only three loyal fans remained to spur 
him on: his wife, his mother-in-law, and Jim Dean 
who was on his way home. 
From there on it was downhill, as the pavement 
of Cleveland Circle, Coolidge Corner, and Kenmore 
Square passed beneath the blistery feet of the ex -John 
Carrol track star. At two miitutes of 5, Kotarba 
wheeled into the Prudential Center in 280th place to 
a well deserved bowl of beef stew. 
Meanwhile, back in Framingham, Gill began to 
pick up the pace. Steadfastly avoiding temptation, 
he twice turned down offers for free beer as he passed 
barrooms. Only outside Natick Center did his deter-
mination begin to waver as a newsboy attempted to 
sell him the 'Record' headlining SHIGAMA TSU 
WINS MARATHON. 
Receiving empathy from the students of a local 
college, he sprinted through Wellesley center, almost 
causing several accidents as the traffic was long ago 
allowed back on the road. Intermittently running and 
walking, he made Wellesley Hills. Walking, he passed 
Newton Lower Falls. Resting on a stone wall just be-
fore the 18 mile mark, Gill's will broke in the face 
of a ride offer from a driver who explained, "I just 
couldn't ride by and let someone die on the side of the 
road." 
Shigamatsu et al beware: if the work load in third 
year really is lighter ... 
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Return Re.quested 
Seattle 5, Washington 
Sir Robert Filmer Proved ... 
You Can't Try a Witch Legally! 
Filmer based his argument on the ancient law that you can't 
convict an accessory before the principal is tried or outlawed 
for nonappearance. Well, a witch was clearly an accessory 
of the Devil. And how on earth could you summon the Devil 
or outlaw him for nonappearance? An ingenious way to 
prove you can't try a witch, legally! 
The Devil and witchcraft are not likely to 
concern a lawyer who reads this journal, but 
he may find himself bedeviled at times by cer-
tain financial intricacies involved in estate 
planning. At such times it is good to know 
about the experience and proved competence 
of Shawmut's Trust Officers. Won't you let us 
convince you? 
Story from Curiosities of The Law Reporters. 
Franklin Fiske ileard:Pr{nted-~W. S. 
Bartlett by Lee & Shepard, Boston, 1871. 
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